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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-8 are pending 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The Applicant repeatedly claims the limitation "caption character strings" and 
"title character string." Although the Examiner knows that both of these limitations are 
generally strings, both the term "caption character string" and "title character string" are 
not well known in the art, and are not appropriately defined in the specification. More 
specifically, in Claims 1 and 5, the Applicant claims that "in a case where the function 
restricting target window defined as a window of which the title character string is 
coincident with any one of caption character string." Without knowing exactly what a 
"caption character string" or "title character string" is, the Examiner does not know how 
to define the "function restricting target window" either. 
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Claims 1 and 5 end with the limitation "is displayed on said display device." The 
claim language before this limitation is nested so many times, it is unclear what exactly 
is being displayed. 

Claims 1 and 5 also describe the security policy "with respect to a caption 
character string coincident with a title character string of the function restricting target 
window in a case where the function restricting target window is defined as a window of 
which the title character string is coincident with any one of the caption character 
strings." It is unclear what exactly is being compared. The Applicant defines the 
"function restricting target window" as a window where the title character string is 
coincident with any caption character string. Yet the Applicant describes the security 
policy as with respect to a caption character string coincident with a title character string 
of the function restricting target window. If the function restricting target window is 
already described as having coincident caption character strings and title character 
strings, it is unclear whether the security policy compares the two strings once to 
produce the function restricting target window, or whether the two strings are compared 
twice, and the title character string of the function restricting target window, which has 
already been found coincident with one caption character string, is being compared 
again to another separate caption character string. 

Claims 2-4 and 6-8 are dependent on Claims 1 and 5 respectively. As such, they 
are rejected for the same rationale. 
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The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Oe 
(20020099837). 



Regading Claims 1-2, 5-6 

Oe teaches a function restricting program executed on a computer including an 
input device and a display device, said program making said computer operate as a 
device that does not execute respective processes of which executions are not 
permitted by inhibited process designating information contained in the security policy 
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information ("An operation request from a process or OS for computer resource(s) managed 
by the OS, such as a file, network, storage device, display screen, or external device, is 
trapped before access to the computer resource. It is determined whether an access right from 
the computer resource designated by the trapped operation request is present. ..If no access 
right is present, the operation request is denied" Abstract") 

Oe further teaches that the security policy information as containing inhibited 
process designating information defined as information for designating some 
processes of which executions are not permitted, f The resource designation information 
designates a specific one of the resources managed by the general-purpose OS... The 
condition 20352 represents a condition or a combination of conditions under which the access 
right is validated. . .Each of the access right information., .represents, of access rights that are 
extended but not defined in the existing environment, a right added to a designated resource" 
Paragraphs [0223-0225]) 

Because the claim language is unclear, the Examiner must interpret the claim 
language in order to examine. The Examiner interprets the claim language "security 
policy information with respect to a caption character string coincident with a title 
character string of the function restricting target window in a case where the function 
restricting target window defined as a window of which the title character string is 
coincident with any one of caption character strings in the security policy information, is 
displayed on said display device" as security policy information where in the case 
when a condition is met (for instance, when a string matches a target string) a function 
restricting window is displayed. 
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Oe teaches displaying function restricting window when the condition of an illicit 
access is met. ("When an illicit access is detected, a warning program transmits and displays 
an illicit access message window having contents as shown in Fig. 7B on the terminal of the 
system manager. . . When a general user has made an illicit access, a window as shown in Fig. 
7A is displayed (Paragraph [0348-9]). The Examiner further interprets the "title character 
string" being coincident with the "caption character string" as the condition necessary to 
either receive or be denied access rights. Oe writes" The condition 20352 represents a 
condition or a combination of conditions under which the access right is validated. For 
example, a user name/ID, group name/ID. ...are registered." (Paragraph [0224]). For 
instance, the "caption character string" could be considered as the user name that is 
registered, and the "title character string" could be considered the user's input. Once 
again, because "caption character string" and "title character string" were not properly 
defined, the Examiner was forced to make these interpretations. 

Oe teaches the function restricting program on a program storage medium. 

("there is provided a storage medium which stores program codes for controlling access to 
computer resources such as a file, network, storage device, display screen, or external device" 
Paragraph [0029]) 

Regarding Claims 3 and 7 

Oe teaches a function restricting program according to claim 1, including a 
function of making said computer, in a case where a plurality of function restricting 
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target windows are displayed on said display device (Figure 7 A, 7B), operate as a 
device that does not execute a process of which an execution is not permitted by any 
one piece of inhibited process designating information, in the security policy 
information, associated with title character strings of these function restricting target 
windows, ("the access right to the resource is checked in relation to the access request by 
looking up the access right management table 2035. If the check result indicates the absence 
of the right, an access denial error is returned as a result without executing processing of the 
API issued by the application" Paragraph [0230]) 

("there is provided a storage medium which stores program codes for controlling access to 
computer resources such as a file, network, storage device, display screen, or external device" 
Paragraph [0029]) 

Regarding Claims 4 and 8 

Oe teaches an installer creation program making a computer including an input 
device and a display device, operate as a device comprising: 

security policy information creating means for creating security policy information 
containing inhibited process designating information defined as information for 
designating some processes of which executions are not permitted with respect to one 
or more caption character strings on the basis of information inputted to said input 
device; ("Each restricted operation information designates a function to be restricted in 
functions of the application, OS, or platform. For example, printing, editing, displaying, acquiring 
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screen image, or saving in an external device is restricted. As a restricting condition, conditions 
for restricting operations are designated. " Paragraphs [0389-3920]) 

and installer creating means for creating an installer defined as a program by 
which, upon an execution of this program, a computer is installed with the security 
policy information created by said security policy information creating means and with 
said function restricting program according to claim 1 . ("activation means for activating the 
data having the executable format, which contains digital information to which restricting 
attribute information that defines contents of operation restriction for the digital information and a 
restricting program" Paragraph [01 18]) ("In addition, only by installing the resource management 
program in the existing environment, various kinds of illicit accesses described above can be 
restricted" Paragraph [0353]) 

("there is provided a storage medium which stores program codes for controlling access to 
computer resources such as a file, network, storage device, display screen, or external device" 
Paragraph [0029]) 

Conclusion 

4. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harris C. Wang whose telephone number is 
5712701462. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5:30, Alternate Fridays 
Off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



supervisor, AYAZ R. SHEIKH can be reached on (571)272-3795. The fax phone 



273-8300. 
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